Assassin Forger* 

(Docuincnls related to the purchase of the imuder 
weapons, and oilier aspects of the investigation by the 
President’s Coinniission on the Assassination of Presi- 
dent Kennedy) 

Alivyn Cole ** 

When I am called “document examiner” I can say with much 
cordiality and considerable truth '‘You are another,” because 
the use of documents in human affairs is universal and eveiy- 
one must examine them, not just for information, but for 
validity. Any busy man is likely to produce several documents 
every day and receive a number for action. Tliese documents 
are not accepted offhand but they are questioned, perhaps not 
consciously and deliberately, but by almost automatic review 
of one's experience in dealing with .similar documents. A fa- 
miliar term to document examiners is “standard for compari- 
son.” The basic experience everyone has in dealing with docu- 
ments may be called the standard for test of any currently 
questioned document. In the ordinary use of documents, ques- 
tions are likely to be, “Is the signature genuine?” "Was the 
document put forth in good faith?” “Does the document have 
some significance beyond its superficial or obvious meaning?” 
These questions are asked and answered quite rapidly and in 
most instances the document is quickly passed as genuine, or 
promptly acted upon, but when one of these questions fails to 
produce a satisfactory answer, the document may be tested 
more rigoro’isly and it is usually as the rc.sult of these more 
searching que.stions that tbo document ex: miner is called upon 

♦ Prc.u*nlcfl at the Ki;;hlcf;nlh Annual Meeting of the Amoiican Academy 
of Pon.n.sic Sciences, Fehrumy 21, lOOS, Chi. Tllinois. Suhmilted for 
indiliration Febru.-iry 25, I 05 r». Arceptod for ptd)Iicallon April 18, 1056. 

**K::arnini*r of Qu-Hiioned Doc nenLs, Washint^toii, D. C. 
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for close study of documents tliat have failed to pass regular 
tests for validity. So it is that the document examiner depends 
upon others to a.sk the initial questions. While the great majority 
of documents are genuine, the possibility of forgery is always 
present. Probably some forgeries are never questioned, and we 
know that some are not questioned soon enough to prevent the 
harm of which they are capable. Lee Harvey Oswald provided 
photographic counterfeits of identification cards 
bearing a fictitious name. We do not know how many oppor- 
tunities there might have been for these cards to be questioned, 
and we cannot help asking the question, even though it may 
not have an answer, at what point was Oswald set irretrievably 
upon the path of an assassin? Was it from the day that he 
found a method for creating by forged identification cards 
tlie fictitious character A. J. Hidell in whose name the murder 
weapons were purchased? Could early detection of these 
counterfeits have turned him from his course? 

A document is defined in part as any material substance 
bearing a representation of the thoughts of men by means of 
any species of conventional mark or sjmibol. A significant 
element in this definition is that a document is a record of 
d:he thoughts of men. Documents give information about actions, 
accomplished or proposed, and they give information about 
the identity of persons, thus showing responsibility for actions, 
which, unhappily, are sometimes harmful or unlawful. 

The examiner of questioned documents is concerned with a 
document as a record of thoughts — not necessarily as ideas but 
as purposes — and he is concerned with paper and ink as the 
material substances, with pen and pencil as the instruments, 
and often with handwriting, not just as conventional symbols 
but ns individual and identifiable symbols. The examiner is 
concerned with many other materials or objects that may be a 
part of a document or affect a document. The usual purpose 
for examination is to form a conclusion about authorship, 
or about the .source of a document, or about its relationships to 
other documents or other things, e. g., those which may fix 
the true date of a questioned document. 

Most documents are brought to the examiner's laboratory 
with a .specific question, but study of them is not lusually limited 
to search for an answer to a .single query. The examiner fre- 
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quontly poses mnny oilier questions to advance his study of the 
document. Tliis liabit of seeing the document as a whole is not 
by any means an effort to invade other fields Of study that 
have a more formal concern with the moaning of a document, 
but the examiner will have discovered early in his work that 
he cannot make a complete examination, even to answer a 
limited question, unless he takes a broad view of the document, 
which view must include not just an effort to answer a 
question, say of authorship of a signature, or presence of an 
alteration, but must embrace the document from the broadest 
aspect of its definition as a record of the thoughts or purposes 
of men. This approach often develops additional important 
information, and also it is one of the ways the examiner remains 
keen about his work. 

The physical document, as opposed to an oral statement, 
offers attractive opportunities for extended study. Whenever 
documents are involved in an important or notorious event, 
it is the custom to make the studies in depth . 

Documents demand our attention for ns long as they may 
give some new thread of information, or give material for new 
interpretations of events. No doubt this will be true of the 
documents connected with the assassination of President John 
F. Kennedy in the city of Dallas, on November 22, 196.3, the 
killing of police officer J. D. Tippit, and the death of Lee 
Ilarvcj' 0.swald two days later. 

The principal documents are those which bear upon the pur- 
cha.se and delivery of the carbine with telescopic sights used 
to fire the fatal shots from the sixth floor of the Texas School 
Book Depository, documents connected with the purchase and 
delivery of the pistol used to kill officer Tippit, and documents 
which showed the establishment of the alias in the name of 
AIck James Ilidell. These documents were not immediately 
available at the time of the assassination but were disclosed 
by pain.staking investigation. Under questioning by Dallas 
police and federal law enforcement officers immediately after 
arrest, Lee Harvey O.swald denied any connection with the 
deaths of President Kennedy and officer Tippit. He lived 
barely hours from the time of liis arrest; therefore, the 
information developed by .stiuly of documents is of great im- 
portance. 
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The assembly of questioned docummits that may appear to I 
bear upon a crime usually occurs before collection of necessary 1 
standards for comparison, and we have observed that some I 
investigators seem to feel that the main part of the job is | 
finished once the questioned documents have been found, but I 
the first concern of the document examiner is about the nature 
and extent of the standards. To consider our position for 
forming conclusions about the documents related to the assassina- 
tion of President Kennedy, it is in order to review those docu- 
ments which may be regarded as standards for comparison. 
These standards also give information about the temperament, 
problem.s, and movements of Lee Harvey Oswald. | 

When a person is suspected of a crime which requires study i I 
of documents it may be found that he has lived a shallow I I 
and narrow life that produced few documents for use as r p 
standards. While it cannot be said that Oswald lived a full \ | 
life in a constnictive sense, he did produce a good variety 
of documents, particularly those that gave examples of hand- 
writing and hand printing. Indeed, it seemed to be a part of 
Oswald's personality to produce more writing than necessary 
in a given situation: witness, the three letters to the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service, Item (b) below, all making the 
same inquiry, and the five page brief in support of application 
for review of his undesirable military discharge, a document 
having little information but much writing. The principal 
documents bearing standard writings (1) are as follow’s: 

(a) A single-page handwritten letter to the Department of 

State received there November, 1982, transmitting a i 
payment on a loan advanced by the United States Embassy 1 
in Moscow. The letter has a brisk, businesslike tone, S 
giving the account number and demanding a receipt for g 
the payment. The signature is that of Lee H. Oswald, and M 
the address is given ns P. 0. Box 2915, Dallas, Texas, m 

This address makes the letter especially valuable as a p 

standard for compari.son because the same address ap- g 
pears on four of the (luestioned documents, as the one for M 
delivery of the n.s.sa.ssination weapons. g 

(b) Three single-page hamhvritten loiters from O.'^wald to M 
ofliccs of the United States Immigration and Naturali/.a- Q 
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T ’v..?*: n*'!', •" Dallas. 

1 ^. . . , aftei liis lolurn from JIoscow where he had offered 

to jjive up his United States citizenship. In these letters 
he mako.s .sharp imiuiries about a certificate of citizenship 
fm hi.s four-month-old daughter born in Russia. Each 
letter IS signed and each letter includes some hand 
punting along with the larger body of cursive writing. 

I he hand printing is important as a standard because 
.some of the quc.<tioncd material is in that style. 

(c) Application for review of undesirable discharge from 
the United States Marine Corps filed with the Depart- 
men of Defense in June, 1962, containing a considerable 
quantity of hand printing and a brief in support of the 
application running to five pages of cursive writing; 
1 he aihlress is given as Kalininia Street. Minsk. 

.Vt- f-' . . brief. The "K” of 

valinima” is important for comparison with the first 
letter of the name of the firm from which the assassina- 
tion rule was purchased. A certain "G" in the word 
Glenview on the fourth line of the first page of the 
<•^**”'^ 1 *! "”Po>thiit for comparison with the "G” of 
Goods in the name of the firm that supplied the murder 
weapon. 

(d) An application filed with the Department of State show- 
ing m.suance of a passport to Lee Harvey Oswald, bearing 
hand printing, a signature, and a photograph. This is 

photograph on the 
counterfeit Sc ect,ve Service Card, bearing the name 
Alek .James Hidell,’' Item 7 below. 

(e) Two envelopes, po.stmarkcd Fort Worth. Te.xas. June 19, 
19o2, and August 1, 1962, addressed to the Navy Dis- 
chaam Review (one reads "Revciw'') Board, Washington 

^ envelopes show two variations of hand 
printing, one that is chiefly lower case, and the other 

nlT showing, as does most of 

aswatil s other hand prin'ing, a mixture of the two 

ewnri tho trui.sm that a per.son docs not 

ocoid all of his writing habit in any single specimen 
but may require .several doraimcnts prepared at different 
ume.s to approach a complete reconling. 
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(f) A diary of many pages maintained by Lee Harvey 
Oswald while in Russia and probably continued after 
his return to the United States (2). These diary .sheets 
have stains typical of those known to result from efforts 
to develop latent fingerprints, but the writing is .still 
legible and can be photographed to give a somewhat better 
legibility than the stained originals so that they serve 
well as standards for comparison. Oswald was able to 
write at a fair speed but not with ea.sy fluency when 
ti-ying to achieve best legibility so that the hand printing 

of this many paged diai-y must have been an onerous 
task for him. 

(g) A note to the American Civil Liberties Union, re- 
ceived November 4, 1963, with accompanying card 
niack out by Lee H. Oswald. This card shows some 
of Oswald’s best hand printing, but, notwithstanding 

his occupation is given as 
"PHOTOGRAPER." II 1 , „ conlLl the 

hand printing on this card with the more careless entries 
on the library card. Item (h) — where he gives his occu- 
pation as "Mechinic." Misspelling of occupational names 
by Oswald is not less strange than mutilation of his 
•signature, mentioned in Item (i). 

(h) Application for a library card of the New Orleans 
Public Library, No. 8340, showing the hand printed name 

Oswald, Lee H.” and the signature of the same jiame, 
with certain other hand printing between these two. 
but not including any of the other writing on the card. 

(0 bigiiatiires as endorsements on salaiy checks issued from 
October, 1962 to March 1963, inclusive. Some of these 
signatures have a normal legibility for Lee H. Oswald 
and some few show an effect of mutilation. Most people 
write signatures with pride, aiming either at legibility 
or distinctiveness, and sometimes for a balance of the 
two. This is not true of Oswald, but insofar as a writing 
may be ^aul to convey an emotion, as might a gesture, 
some of those signatures seem to be written in anger. 

(j) A change of address card dated May 1, 196.3, bearing 
■dciitification ihita acro.ss the lower lino which apparenlly 
connects it with the application for review of discharge 
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Ihis i-ju-d sijincd by Lee II. O.swald bears a considerable 
(luanlity of hand printinif, which makes it valuable for 
compari.son with certain other cards that bear the critical 
address “P. 0. Box 2015” and with still another card that 
bears the name “A. J. Ilidell” as a person authorized to 
receive mail in the box assigned to Lee H. Oswald. 

It is rare that a document problem is accompanied by such 
extensive and varied standards for comparison, embracing, 
as they do, documents made upon different occasions for dif- 
ferent purposes, with cursive writing as well as hand printing, 
careful writing and careless, coextensive in time with the 
questioned material, and all having an internal consistency, that 
IS, cleaily identifiable as the act of the same person so that the 
whole body of the standard writing and every detail of it is 
available for comparison with the questioned material. These 
st.andards give a nearly ideal opportunity for studying the 
writing of Lee Harvey Oswald in preparation for comparison 
with que.stioned writings. They contain a detailed record of 
his writing habit, which is fully .sufficient as a basis for identifi- 
cation or differentiation of other handwritng and hand printing. 

The questioned documents are those related to purchase and 
'.ehvery of the assassination weapons, to establishment of the 
alias “Alek James Hidell” or “A. J. Hidell,” and use of the 
address -P. 0. Bo.x 2015, Dallas. Texas." The principal ques- 
tioned documents are as follows: 

(1) United States Postal Money Order, dated Dallas, Texas, 
March 12, 1963, in the amount of $21.45, made out to 

Klein’s Sporting Goods,” the purchaser’s name being 
given as ”A. Hidell” (3). This is in payment for the 
carbine with telescopic sight. 

(2) Jlicrofilm copy of an envelope addressed to Ifloin’s. 
Chicago, III., with microfilm reproduction of the coupon 
order for an article now known to be the assassination 
weapon, .specifying delivery to "A. Hidell, P. 0. Box 
2915, Dallas, Texas (4). 

(3) Coupon order form of Seaport Traders, Inc., Los Angeles 
Califoriiiii. for "1 ..?» St. W. 2" Bbl” (revolver) at a cost 
of .?29-9.5, again calling for delivery to “A. J. Hidell, 
P. 0. Lox 2915, Dall.-is, Texas" (5). The acquirement of 
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a firearm must be regarded as a serious and deliberate 
act, yet it is .strange that the writing on this order 
form appears to be below the ordinary skill of the author. 
We have heard of persons who express themselves in a 
manner calculated to ob.scui’c understanding, and it may 
well be asked why a person should produce handwriting 
with less than the best legibility of which he is capable 
in this particular situation, e.specially in view of the 
circumstances that he has shown the seriousness of his 
intent by enclosing a sum of money with the order. 
Another way to put this question is this: Why is not 
the order for the revolver at least as legible as the hand- 
printing on the membership card for American Civil 
Liberties Union, Item (g) above? 

(4) Change of address card, dated May 12, 1963, signed 
Lee H. Oswald, giving a new address in New Orleans,* 
Louisiana, and showing the old address as P 0 Box 
2915 (6). 

(5) Application for a post office box, dated New Orleans, 
June 11, 1963, showing the name of A. J. Hidell (and' 
Marina Oswald) as authorized to receive mail in the box 
assigned to the person who signs as "L. II. Oswald" (7). 

(6) International Certificate of Vaccination, dated June 8, 
1963, signed in the name of Lee If. Oswald, and bearing 
a signature purported to be that of Dr. A. J. Hideel. 
which spelling is repeated in the stamped impression 
below the signature (8). The designs of letters in this 
impression are closely similar to those in a certain 
rubber stamping kit found among Oswald’s effects after 
his arrest. The signature in the name of Lee II. Oswald 
on^ this certificate is distorted as by e.xtrome speed, yet 
it is identifiable as the signature of Oswald, and a part 
of the similarity in the name A. J. Hided to the writing 
of Oswald is its similarity to the signature in the latter 
name on this document. 

(7) Selective Service System Notice of Classification (photo- 
graphic counterfeit), purporting to have been issued to 
Alek James Hidell, signed in that name, but bearing a 
photograph of I.ec Harvey Oswald (9) . 
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(8) namlwriUcn letter, single page, to Leslie Welding Co., 
Fort Worth, Texa.s, signed Lee H. Oswald, and showing 
the address as Fox 2915, Dallas, Texas. (This letter has 
been classified "Questioned” as a part of the method of 
e.xainination reviewed in this paper, because it includes 
an item that was to be proved, namely "Box 2915 Dallas, 
Texas,” which stands apart from the body. Tlie letter 
could a.s well bo placed with the standards as it is fully 
consistent with them.) 

The.se eight documents contain enough questioned writing, 
cursive and hand printed, to include a good record of the writing 
habit of the author. The writing is natural for the most part 
but some elements appear to have been affected by an excess of 
caie, Mhereas other parts show more than average carelessness, 
01 deliberate distortion. It does not appear, however, that any 
modifications in those questioned writings wore for purposes 
of disgui.«e but only that different levels of care or carelessness 
were characteristic of the Avritcr. 

tile formal conditions for comparison of handwriting have 
now been established ; namely, the presence of a body of standard 
Avriting judged to be individual and distinctive, and giving a 
detailed record of Avriting habit, and, on the other aide, questioned 
Avritmg also judged to be the product of habit Avhich is extensive 
enough to .shoAv an id.entifiable pattern. 

IlandAA riling is identified by the presence of a combination 
of pei.sonal Avriting habits in the standard and questioned speci- 
mens beyond any reasonable possibility of coincidence, in the 
ab.sence of any significant differences, and absence of evidence 
of forgery as by tracing, draAving, sketching in the questioned 
specimen Avhich could give superficial appearance of similarity. 
The number of points of similarity and the Aveight assigned 
to them are necessarily matters of judgment by an experienced 
document examiner, but these arc by no means arbitrary judg- 
ments since their reliability can only be establi.shed by having 
made a largo number of examinations in cases comparable to 
the one under immediate study, Avith indopondont tests of their 
correctnc.s.s, so that each ncAV comparison is referable to a 
body of o.vpcrience in dealing Avith comparable cases. 

'I'ho procedure of coinpari.son after Ihorongh .study of the 
standards, is to take up each item of questioned writing and 
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to compare it Avith the entire body of the standard writing with 
particular attention to individual letters and elements of letters, 
combinations of letters, connections, approach strokes, terminai 
strokes, proportions, movement, alignment, .spacing, and other 
details wherein habit is revealed. Of course, the most useful 
areas for comparison are those Avhere questioned and standard 
material repeat the same Avord, letter, or combination of letters, 
but this docs not mean that any other parts are neglected. It 
is self-evident, hoAvever, that a habit in the standards related 
to a Av’ord, say the name “Texas”, is best compared Avith repeti- 
tion of the name "Texas” if it appears in the questioned ma- 
terial, but the five letters of this name are studied Avherever 
they appear in these writings. 

Ihe comparison of standard or known writings of Lee Harvey 
Oswald with the questioned writings that show purchase and 
dehveiy of the assassination Aveapons and use of an alias reveals 
a complete agreement in all significant details of writing habit 
which agreement is fully sufficient in number of points and 
the weight that can be assigned to these points to warrant the 
belief that Lee Haney OsAvald is the author of all of the ques- 
tioned Avriting. There is no significant difference and no evi- 
dence III the questioned Avriting to suggest simulation of the 
appearance of OsAvald’s Avriting by some other person. The 
nature of the agreement betAveen the standard Avriting and the 
questioned writing is about the same as that betAveen different 
Items of the standard Avriting, which is a fair test of the cor- 
respondence that may be expected within different specimens of 
the writing of the same person. 

The process of comparison can absorb many hours of time 
but when it is performed with the vieAv of a possible need to 
repeat the process in circumstances that require limiting the 
tune for presenting the results of comparison to another person, 
then the body of standard writing is searched for typical or 
characteristic samples that can be brought togethu- Avithin a 
small space in the form of excerpts from photographic copies, 
this procedure sometimes involves the mounting of questioned 
and standard specimens on a single chart so that comparison 
can be made Avith the .<nnallc.st amount of eye movement. .\ 
modification of thi.s method Avas noce.ssaiy in dealing with 
tlie several questioned specimens and the largo bodv of standard 
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writing since ;i fair sample of the latter would still take a 
considerable amount of space and make it inconvenient to anchor 
any one questioned specimen to a single chart. The method 
selected for shortening the process of comparison was to pre- 
pare three charts of standard writing, two showing cursive 
writing, and one of handprinting, of such moderate size that 
all three could be laid before an individual viewer who might 
then take up each questioned specimen and move it over each 
chart while giving attention to the most convenient areas for 
comparison. Charts A, B, and C represent a sampling from the 
large body of standard writing of Lee Harvey Oswald. The 
black bordered inset on each chart shows questioned writing 
and suggests the movement of this specimen, which is the 
writing on the postal money order to Klein’s, along each line 
of each chart for appropriate comparisons where letters and 
combinations of letters, and elements of letters are repeated 
witliin the (luestioncd and standard specimens. 

Kach chart offers several different elements for comparison. 
For e.xamples: On Chart A, line 2, in the word “support” 
consider the last four letters. Then direct your attention to 
the word “port” on line 3, and to the same combination of 
letters in the word “transportation” of line 4. You will ob- 
serve an Imbitual pattern in the formation of these letters which 
is closely similar to those in the word “Sporting” of the ques- 
tioned writing of the inset just below line 4. Specifically the 
details of agreement are — and this description applies to both 
questioned and standard specimens — the letter “p” is made 
without an upper extension but has a short, retraced lower ex- 
tension instead of a loop. The body of the letter (that part on 
the writing line) is angular in form and open at the base, not 
closed against the staff as in the conventional letter. The oval 
form of the “o” is determined almost entirely by curvature of 
the up stroke on the right side of the letter, with the left side 
almost straight. The connection between “o” and “r” is blended 
with the.se two letters and has an almost exactly horizontal 
aspect, with no indication of any tendency to return to the 
writing line. There i.s a sharply angular connection between the 
base of the “r” and up stroke of the “t.” In the examples of 
the lower "1” on line.s 2 and 3 the cros.sbar i.s placed quite 
low its it is in the questioned specimen. 
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Chart A: The inset (black b.nckgiound) shows questioned writing on the 
postal money order in payment for the carbine with telescopic sight shipped 
to the address shown. All other writing is from documents submitted ns 
bearing the standard or known handwriting of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Chiirt B of standard writing .shows the inset of questioned 
writing opposite line 3 and just below lino 10. Thi.s chart has 
two examples of the writing of the address “P. 0. Box 2915,” 
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A, but shown here w.th a variety of a.UIitional standard 
writing. 



imil V t Th" show a close 

nulau y to the same a.itiress of the questioned specimen A 

lotewoithy feature of the fisure ‘'5*' is the long cap stroke in 

hnfl'"' "f «' 

ms chai t lias two examples of the word “Tpvmq'» 
<-«l will, Ih, „t thc‘,uoxto,„l wS 
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standard writing 



M' O 5 tO 9 /J. 

X70y 

UDOfUt* 

rev^> 



•*^'*'** t.9 »mcr.>n. ct n;j c< a oi to Pi* nr. 

, _ Fr- 

-o.u >n. A^» tma, ah H04 c» tc/etto. sap. 

yj/J ay9u/?A//>iSvir 



/V Cfy ^ ^ ^ry 9 



/{ev6*io 






7 w - 






r.rrr:rr-i fri^y/e 

1 ./A.-V* 


1 /?. 




A//r 




1 AC. jccc/ 



-M-h — d/A'/r-^Kf4. — Tb e_ v 



-r-4^ . 



ttlit ng of Oswald for comparison with relevant parU of the questioned 

Zt"nV T-^ '”»-traUo„ provided rr mre 

t each Item of questioned writing over the three charts of standard 
anting with a stop for close comparison at any point. 

ing. Of particular interest is the method of making the letter 
»'. ' 1 P»‘°Pcr study a microscope is required wliereupon it 
would be found that the body of the letter, exclusive of the 
o.sbai, IS made in the form of a small letter "u” with the 
second cusp placed somewhat higher than the first. It is as 
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thouirlt the writer boHcvccl he nhi^ht form the “x” as a continuous 
movement witliout tlie need for a separate bar, but since it 
develops in the form of a letter "u” then the final stroke is 
added directly across the second cusp. This is a highly unusual 
method of forming the letter “x'* and it is the same in both 
standard and questioned writing. 

Chart C shows standard hand printing. The insert of ques- 
tioned writing is at line 4 with the address “P. 0. Box 2915” 
in a form of hand printing, and a printed “A” on the line 
just above. Here again, a microscope is required to see the 
precise construction of this “A” which begins with' a down- 
stroke on the left side that is almost exactly retraced by the 
following arched upstroke, with the crossbar confined within 
the body of the letter. This description of the “A” is true 
for both questioned and standard letters. These elements of 
the “A” can be seen best in the standard writing in Item 6 
in the abbreviation “LA.” Chart C has three writings of 
“P. 0. Box,” in Item 4 (right side of chart), and in Items 
6 and 7. While those standard elements occur in a context of 
handprinting they agree exactly with the same text in the 
questioned writing which is associated with cursive writing. 
An especially close comparison is between line 7 and the inset 
of questioned writing showing “P. 0. Box”. A noteworthy 
feature is that of closing the letter “0” about one third of 
the way down on the left side by means of a stroke that moves 
to the left across the top of the letter and then downward. 

There are many other similarities of this order between 
the questioned writing and the whole body of the standard 
writing. It will have been appreciated from this description 
which has covered only a few letters that a considerable amount 
of time is required to locate and study in detail each stroke of 
each letter. Even then the comparison would not be complete 
until there has occurred a diligent search for any difference 
that might have to be classified as one of writing habit to raise 
the question of possible authorship by another person. This 
s^rch for differences ordinarily runs parallel with the study of 
similarity, but is also subject to a separate review c amination. 
This search ha.s not revealed any significant differences between 
the questioned and standard specimens other than those 
chargeable to nortnal variations, and there arc none that re- 
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quire classification as part of a pattern of writing habit of 
some other person. Instead, there is a pervasive similarity in 
all significant details between the standard writing and all 
of the documents related to the purchase and delivery of the 
murder weapons and related to use of an alias which similarity 
is enough to warrant the firm belief that all of this writing is 
in the hand of Lee Harvey Oswald. 

Summary and Conclusions 

Handwriting is produced by the operation of habit. The 
process of learning to write means the acquirement and de- 
velopment of a set of habits which makes the production of 
handwriting efficient. It may be said that habit is that which 
makes handwriting possible. Assuming an opportunity to e.x- 
amine large samples of handwriting wherein individuals have 
a free opportunity to record all or a substantial portion of 
personal writing habit, the possibility of finding extensive 
coincidence is extremely remote. While every literate person 
has a natural ability in recognizing individuality in hand- 
writing, the forensic identification of handwriting is properly 
a specialty, involving a formal responsibility for making such 
judgments subject to rigorous tests of correctness over a sub.stan- 
tial period of time so that each new problem is referable to a body 
of experience with similar problems. The statement by a 
document examiner that two handwritings, one of known 
authorship and the other having been of unknown authorship 
are in the hand of the same person means (1) that similar 
judgments have been made in comparable cases, so that each 
such previous instance gives statistical support to the current 
judgment, and (2) that he stands ready to demonstrate a sub- 
stantial part of the reasons for his conclusion. Other conditions 
for such a judgment are adequate standards and a questioned 
specimen of sufficient scope to give full opportunity for re- 
cording writing habit. The documents related to the assassina- 
tion of Prc,sident John F. Kennedy arc unusual in the large 
quantity and variety ot standard and questioned writings. Their 
detailed similarity warrants the belief that all of the .standard 
and questioned handwriting is by Lee Harvey Oswald. Beyoml 
the identification thus showti, the documents give in formation 
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about the temperament, problems, and movements of their 
author, and they i)oint to the need for early detection of forged 
and counterfeit documents to forestall more serious crime. 
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Psychiatric Observations on the 
Warren Cominission Report* 

Maier I. Tttchlcr, M.D.** 

This psychiati-ic study of the Warren Commission Report (1) 
will present, initially, an overall view of the report and then 
undertake a more detailed and critical study of the personality 
profile of Lee Harvey Oswald with particular reference to 
motivation. 

The Warren Commission Report has put to rest irrational 
apprehension and an.xiety created by the a.ssassination of our 
President at a critical time in the nation’s history. Following 
the acute period of mourning, and after the recovery from the 
initial shock of the tragedy, rumors of conspiratorial involve- 
•■ment of either the ultra-right or the ultra-left were rampant. 
The findings presented by the Warren Report are of sufficient 
detail to negate rumors of conspiracy. Evidence is sufficient 
to point to Oswald as a lone assassin. The history of the rifle 
which killed President Kennedy, the ballistics tests subsequent 
to the assassination, the trajectory studies which e.stablish that 
the .shots came from the Texas Schoolbook Depository, the spicule 
of glass chipped from the inside of the vvind.shield of the presi- 
dential vehicle offer convincing evidence to the critical reader. 
The conclusion which the Warren Report establishes is the 
absence of either a right-wing or a left-wing conspiracy, a fact 
which may be of considerable significance in the history of the 
United States in the years to come. The assa.ssination of Presi- 
dent Lincoln 101 years ago is still the subject of conspiratorial 
accusation and this subject matter has not j'et been exhausted. 

• Presented at the Eighteenth Annual Meeting of the Amerirnn Aendemy 
of Forensic Sciences, Chicago, Illinois, February 21, lOOli. Tteceivcil for 
publication Pcbruaiy 26, 1066. Accepted for public.ation .luno 3, 1066. 

*• Phoenix, Arizona. 
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